Unfortunately, the original version of this article [1] contained an error. In both the Abstract and the Results section the number of HTA reports containing the name of the website, (n = 54) should have read (n = 83).
Unfortunately, the original version of this article [1] contained an error. In both the Abstract and the Results section the number of HTA reports containing the name of the website, (n = 54) should have read (n = 83).
This also affects the data in Figure 3 ( Fig. 1 here) , where "Website name" should also have read 83 on the chart rather than 54. A correct version of Figure 3 can be seen below. 
